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Evaluation indicators of community traditional Chinese medicine in Shenzhen
by Delphi method
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Abstract: Objective To select a set of well representative and practicable evaluation indicator system of traditional Chinese medicine
(TCM) development in the community, which can accurately reflect the situation of TCM development in the community. Methods
The core indices of development assessment for community TCM were selected by two rounds of Delphi experts consultation method.
Results After two rounds of selections by Delphi method, 35 indices were screened out, and the positive coefficients were 88.46%
and 100.0%. The coordinate coefficients were 0.36 and 0.62, and the authority scores were 0.824 and 0.848, respectively. Conclusion
The positive coefficient of Delphi expert consultation in this research is relatively high, and the authority value and coordination value
have increased. It has preliminarily established the Practical Chinese Traditional Medicine Assessment Indicator System of
communities in Shenzhen.
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Table 1 Delphi consultant composition
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Table 2 Positive coefficient of Delphi consultants
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Table 3 Delphi consulting expert advice on coordination
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Table 4 Community indicators of evaluation of traditional Chinese medicine
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